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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The following is a Final Office Action in response to the Amendment received 
on 10 June 2008. Claims 27, 33 and 35 have been amended. Claims 1-20 are 
previously cancelled. Claims 21-36 are pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

2. The amendment to the claims was received on 10 June 2008. The correction is 
acceptable and the objection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. Applicant's arguments, Remarks pg. 7, filed 10 June 2008 with respect to claim 
26 under 35U.S.C. 112, second paragraph have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The rejection of claim 26 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph has been 
withdrawn. 

4. The amendment to the claims 27 and 28 were received on 10 June 2008. The 
correction is acceptable and the rejection of claims 27 and 28 are withdrawn. 

Cla im Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 21-24, 27-29 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,171,055 (hereinafter Vos). 

7. As per claim 21, Vos discloses a multivalue control system, comprising: 

a controlled multivalue system (col. 5, lines 24-29 and Fig. 1) including a plurality 
of correcting variables as input variables (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19) and a plurality of 
controlled variables as output variables (col. 5, lines 65-67); 

a plurality of controllers (col. 7, lines 2-8 and 10-15 and Fig. 2, element 66 and 

68); 

a plurality of comparators (Fig. 2) configured to ascertain control deviations and 
to supply a control deviation to each controller as an input variable (col. 7, lines 2-15); 
and 

a conversion device (Fig. 1, element 30), input variables of the conversion device 
corresponding to output variables of the controllers, the conversion device configured to 
calculate, at least from the output variables of the controllers, the correcting variables, 
the conversion device configured to superimpose, on the output variables of the 
controllers (col. 7, lines 2-8 and 10-15), an input control component that is a function of 
an actual value to calculate the correcting variables (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19). 
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8. As per claim 22, Vos discloses the conversion device is configured to calculate 
the correcting values by an offset of the output variables of the controllers against each 
other (col. 7, lines 24-37; i.e. the curves of thrust and thrust efficiency). 

9. As per claim 23, Vos discloses the conversion device is configured to offset the 
output variables of the controllers as a function of the controlled multivalue system (col. 
7, lines 24-37; i.e. the curves of thrust and thrust efficiency). 

10. As per claim 24, Vos discloses a first controlled variable conversion device (Fig. 
1, element 30), the controlled variables arranged to be supplied to the first controlled 
variable conversion device as input variables (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19), the first 
controlled variable conversion device configured to ascertain output variables from the 
controlled variables and to supply the output variables to the comparators (Fig. 2) as 
first input variables (col. 7, lines 2-8). 

11. As per claim 27, Vos discloses a method for controlling a controlled multivalue 
system, comprising: 

supplying a plurality of correcting variables to the controlled multivalue system 
(col. 5, lines 24-29 and Fig. 1) as input variables (col. 7, lines 24-37; i.e. the curves of 
thrust and thrust efficiency); 

offsetting a plurality of controlled variables against one another as output 
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variables of the controlled multivalue system to ascertain control deviations (col. 7, lines 
2-15); 

supplying each control deviation to a respective controller (Fig. 2, element 66 
and 68) as an input variable (col. 7, lines 2-15); 

supplying output variables from the controllers to a conversion device (Fig. 1, 
element 30) as input variables (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19); and 

calculating the correcting variables in the conversion device (Fig. 1, element 30) 
at least from the output variables from the controllers (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19 and 
col. 7, lines 2-15), the calculating including offsetting the output variables of the 
controllers against each other using an input control component that is a function of an 
actual value (col. 6, lines 1-8 and 13-19 and col. 7, lines 2-15). 

12. As per claim 28, Vos discloses ascertaining the correcting variables in accordance 
with the offsetting of the output variables of the controllers against each other (col. 7, 
lines 24-37; i.e. the curves of thrust and thrust efficiency). 

13. As per claim 29, Vos discloses supplying the controlled variables of the controlled 
multivalue system to a first controlled variable conversion device as input variables (col. 
6, lines 1-8 and 13-19 and col. 7, lines 2-8); 

ascertaining output variables by the first controlled variable conversion device 
from the controlled variables (col. 7, lines 2-8); and 
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supplying the output variables ascertained by the first controlled variable 
conversion device to comparators as first input variables (col. 7, lines 2-8). 

14. As per claim 32, Vos discloses a method for controlling a propeller power unit, 
comprising: 

controlling a propeller speed and a propeller performance as controlled 
variables (col. 5, lines 65-67 and col. 6, lines 13-24); 

supplying a propeller blade angle of incidence (i.e. the curves of the map are 
characterized by a function of pitch angle) and a fuel stream (the curves of the map are 
characterized by a function of fuel consumption) to the propeller power unit as 
correcting variables (col. 7, lines 24-30); 

supplying output variables from controllers to a conversion device (Fig. 2, 
element 62 (incorporated in Fig. 1, element 30) as input variables (col. 6, lines 6-8); 

ascertaining, by the conversion device, the propeller blade angle of incidence 
(i.e. the curves of the map are characterized by a function of pitch angle) and the fuel 
stream (the curves of the map are characterized by a function of fuel consumption) as 
the controlled variables from the output variables from the controllers (col. 6, lines 6-8 
and col. 7, lines 2-15) ; 

offsetting, in the conversion device (Fig. 2, element 62), the output variables 
from the controllers against each other (col. 7, lines 15-19); and 
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offsetting, in the conversion device (Fig. 2, element 62), the output variables 
from the controllers using an input control component that is a function of an actual 
value (col. 6, lines 6-8 and col. 7, lines 2-19). 

Cla im Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 25, 26, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vos in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,951,608 (hereinafter Osder). 

17. As per claim 25, Vos does not expressly teach a second controlled variable 
conversion device, setpoint values of the controlled variables configured to be supplied 
to the second controlled variable conversion device as input variables, the second 
controlled variable conversion device configured to ascertain output values from the 
setpoint values and to supply the output values to the comparators as second input 
variables. 

Osdeer teaches a second controlled variable conversion device (Fig. 6, element 
524), setpoint values (Fig. 6, element 522) of the controlled variables configured to be 
supplied to the second controlled variable conversion device as input variables (col. 10, 
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lines 48-59), the second controlled variable conversion device configured to ascertain 
output values from the setpoint values and to supply the output values to the 
comparators (Fig. 6, element 520) as second input variables (col. 10, lines 40-47 and 
col. 11, lines 4-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include a second 
controlled variable conversion device, setpoint values of the controlled variables 
configured to be supplied to the second controlled variable conversion device as input 
variables, the second controlled variable conversion device configured to ascertain 
output values from the setpoint values and to supply the output values to the 
comparators as second input variables to avoid entering autogyro states, and not 
requiring flight path changes, such as dives, to enter a conversion regime where the 
rotor is stopped (col. 2, lines 2-6). 

18. As per claim 26, Vos does not expressly teach the comparators are configured to 
offset the first input variables against corresponding second input variables and to 
supply control deviations resulting from the offset to the controllers as input variables. 

Osder teaches the comparators (Fig. 6, element 520) are configured to offset the 
first input variables (col. 10, lines 40-45) against corresponding second input variables 
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and to supply control deviations resulting from the offset to the controllers as input 
variables (col. 11, lines 4-10 and 32-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include the 
comparators are configured to offset the first input variables against corresponding 
second input variables and to supply control deviations resulting from the offset to the 
controllers as input variables to avoid entering autogyro states, and not requiring flight 
path changes, such as dives, to enter a conversion regime where the rotor is stopped 
(col. 2, lines 2-6). 

19. As per claim 30, Vos does not expressly teach supplying setpoint values of the 

controlled variables to a second controlled variable conversion device as input variables; 

ascertaining output variables by the second controlled variable conversion 

device from the setpoint values; and supplying the output variables ascertained by the 

second controlled variable conversion device to the comparators as second input 

variables. 

Osder teaches supplying setpoint values (Fig. 6, element 522) of the controlled 
variables to a second controlled variable conversion device (Fig. 6, element 524) as 
input variables (col. 10, lines 48-59); ascertaining output variables by the second 
controlled variable conversion device from the setpoint values (col. 10, lines 40-59); 
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and supplying the output variables ascertained by the second controlled variable 
conversion device to the comparators (Fig. 6, element 520) as second input variables 
(col. 10, lines 40-47 and col. 11, lines 4-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include supplying 
setpoint values of the controlled variables to a second controlled variable conversion 
device as input variables; ascertaining output variables by the second controlled 
variable conversion device from the setpoint values; and supplying the output variables 
ascertained by the second controlled variable conversion device to the comparators as 
second input variables to avoid entering autogyro states, and not requiring flight path 
changes, such as dives, to enter a conversion regime where the rotor is stopped (col. 2, 
lines 2-6). 

20. As per claim 31, Vos does not expressly teach offsetting the first input variables 
of the comparators and corresponding second input variables of the comparators 
against each other; and supplying control deviations resulting from the offsetting of the 
first input variables of the comparators and the corresponding second input variables of 
the comparators to the controllers as input variables. 

Osder teaches offsetting the first input variables of the comparators (Fig. 6, 
element 520) and corresponding second input variables of the comparators against 
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each other (col. 10, lines 40-45); and supplying control deviations resulting from the 
offsetting of the first input variables of the comparators and the corresponding second 
input variables of the comparators to the controllers as input variables (col. 11, lines 4- 
10 and 32-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include the first input 
variables of the comparators and corresponding second input variables of the 
comparators against each other; and supplying control deviations resulting from the 
offsetting of the first input variables of the comparators and the corresponding second 
input variables of the comparators to the controllers as input variables to avoid entering 
autogyro states, and not requiring flight path changes, such as dives, to enter a 
conversion regime where the rotor is stopped (col. 2, lines 2-6). 

21. Claims 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vos in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,856,039 (hereinafter Mikhail). 

22. As per claim 33, Vos teaches supplying the propeller speed and the propeller 
performance (col. 5, lines 65-67 and col. 6, lines 13-24) as the correcting variables of 
the propeller power unit to a first controlled variable conversion device as input 
variables (col. 7, lines 24-30); and 
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outputting, by the first controlled variable conversion device, as output 
variables, actual values (col. 6, lines 6-8 and col. 7, lines 2-19). 

Vos does not expressly teach output variables actual variables for the propeller 
speed and a turbine output. 

Mikhail teaches output variables actual variables for the propeller speed and a 
turbine output (col. 5, lines 45-52). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include output 
variables actual variables for the propeller speed and a turbine output to provide 
maximal energy capture, torque control, elimination of voltage flicker, as well as power 
factor control (col. 20, lines 10-13). 

23. Claims 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vos in view of Mikhail in further view of Osder. 

24. As per claim 34, Vos does not expressly teach supplying setpoint values for the 
propeller speed and the propeller performance to a second controlled variable 
conversion device as input variables; and outputting, by the second controlled variable 
conversion device, setpoint values for the propeller speed and the turbine output. 
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Mikhail teaches supplying setpoint values for the propeller speed (col. 7, lines 51- 
53 and col. 8, lines 47-54 and 66-67) and the propeller performance (col. 5, lines 24- 
44, col. 11, lines 61-67 and col. 12, lines 1-3). 

Mikhail does not expressly teach supplying setpoint values to a second controlled 
variable conversion device as input variables; and outputting, by the second controlled 
variable conversion device, setpoint values for the output. 

Osder teaches supplying setpoint values (Fig. 6, element 522) to a second 
controlled variable conversion device (Fig. 6, element 524) as input variables (col. 10, 
lines 48-59); and outputting, by the second controlled variable conversion device, 
setpoint values for the output (col. 10, lines 40-59). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include supplying 
setpoint values for the propeller speed and the propeller performance to provide 
maximal energy capture, torque control, elimination of voltage flicker, as well as power 
factor control (Mikhail: col. 20, lines 10-13); and supplying setpoint values to a second 
controlled variable conversion device as input variables; and outputting, by the second 
controlled variable conversion device, setpoint values for the output to avoid entering 
autogyro states, and not requiring flight path changes, such as dives, to enter a 
conversion regime where the rotor is stopped (Osder: col. 2, lines 2-6). 
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25. As per claim 35, Vos does not expressly teach ascertaining corresponding control 
deviations from the actual values and corresponding setpoint values for the propeller 
speed and the turbine output; supplying the propeller speed control deviation to a 
speed controller; and supplying the turbine output control deviation to a power 
controller. 

Mikhail teaches ascertaining corresponding control deviations from the actual 
values and corresponding setpoint values for the propeller speed (col. 7, lines 51-53 
and col. 8, lines 47-54 and 66-67) and the turbine output (col. 5, lines 24-44, col. 11, 
lines 61-67 and col. 12, lines 1-3); supplying the propeller speed control deviation to a 
speed controller (col. 7, lines 51-53 and col. 8, lines 47-54 and 66-67); and supplying 
the turbine output control deviation to a power controller (col. 5, lines 24-44, col. 11, 
lines 61-67 and col. 12, lines 1-3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include ascertaining 
corresponding control deviations from the actual values and corresponding setpoint 
values for the propeller speed and the turbine output; supplying the propeller speed 
control deviation to a speed controller; and supplying the turbine output control 
deviation to a power controller to provide maximal energy capture, torque control, 
elimination of voltage flicker, as well as power factor control (col. 20, lines 10-13). 
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26. As per claim 36, Vos teaches wherein the propeller blade angle of incidence and 
the fuel stream are ascertained in the propeller blade angle of incidence (i.e. the curves 
of the map are characterized by a function of pitch angle) and the fuel stream (the 
curves of the map are characterized by a function of fuel consumption) ascertaining 
step in the conversion device (col. 6, lines 6-8 and col. 7, lines 2-15). 

Vos does not expressly teach outputting a torque request as an output variable 
by the speed controller; and outputting a turbine output request as an output variable 
by the power controller; wherein the propeller blade angle of incidence and the fuel 
stream are ascertained in the propeller blade angle of incidence and the fuel stream 
ascertaining step in the conversion device from the torque request and the turbine 
output request. 

Mikhail teaches outputting a torque request as an output variable by the speed 
controller (col. 7, lines 51-53 and col. 8, lines 47-54 and 66-67); and 

outputting a turbine output request as an output variable by the power controller 
(col. 5, lines 24-44, col. 11, lines 61-67 and col. 12, lines 1-3); 

wherein the parameters are ascertained in the parameter ascertaining step in the 
conversion device from the torque request (col. 7, lines 51-53 and col. 8, lines 47-54 
and 66-67) and the turbine output request (col. 5, lines 24-44, col. 11, lines 61-67 and 
col. 12, lines 1-3). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Vos to include outputting a 
torque request as an output variable by the speed controller; and outputting a turbine 
output request as an output variable by the power controller; wherein the parameters 
are ascertained in the parameter ascertaining step in the conversion device from the 
torque request and the turbine output request to provide maximal energy capture, 
torque control, elimination of voltage flicker, as well as power factor control (col. 20, 
lines 10-13). 

Response to Arguments 

27. Applicant's arguments see Remarks pgs. 8-9, filed 10 June 2008 with respect to 
claims 21-24, 27-29 and 32 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

28. Applicant argues that the prior art fails to teach, "a conversion device having 
input variables corresponding to output variables of the controllers; a conversion device 
configured to calculate, at least from the output variables of the controllers, the 
correcting variables; or a conversion device configured to superimpose, on the output 
variables of the controllers, an input control component that is a function of an actual 
value to calculate the correcting variables." The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Vos discloses (col. 6, lines 1-8) "Inputs to the FADEC which are 
used in the SLPC algorithm include flight condition inputs such as 
the true air speed 38, the ambient air pressure 40, and the 
ambient air temperature 42. Input from the single lever 44 is 
provided to the FADEC 30 through the line 46. 

The FADEC 30 receives inputs from the various engine 
control sensors and provides control outputs to the various 
servos as depicted in FIG. 1. Specifically, the CPU 32 outputs throttle 
servo commands to the throttle servo 24, and receives MAP 
sensor signals from the MAP sensor 26." 

(col. 6, lines 13-19) "For controlling the engine performance 
parameters, the CPU 32 also receives a number of engine status 
parameters such as Exhaust Gas Temperature (EGT), Cylinder Head 
Temperature signals (CHTs), Universal Exhaust Gas Oxygen sensor signals 
(UEGO), Air Charge Temperature signals (ACT), Mass Airflow signals 
(MAF), and the Exhaust Pressure Signals (PEXH), over a bus 50." 

(col. 7, lines 2-8) "In operation, the pilot commands the desired 
thrust percentage 64 by using the single lever 44 (FIG. 1). The control 
mixing algorithm (preferably, a software subroutine running in 
the FADEC 30) transforms the input thrust percentage into a MAP 
set point to control the engine power/load controller 66 which, in 
the proposed embodiment, drives the throttle servo 24 and the 
waste gate servo 20 (FIG. 1) to achieve the desired inlet 
manifold pressure. 

(col. 7, lines 10-15) "The control algorithm 62 also outputs a 
propeller speed set point (RPM) to the propeller speed controller 
68 which, in the preferred embodiment, includes pitch servo 6, to 
control propeller speed by actuating the propeller pitch until the 
measured speed matches the speed set point." 



In summary, Vos discloses the FADEC which uses output variables of the 
controllers (i.e. servos), wherein the FADEC transforms the outputs into a set point, to 
superimpose the setpoint on the output of the controllers to obtain an input control 



component to the controller which is a function of the an actual value (i.e. the output of 
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the controller) to calculate the correction variables (i.e. the result of the mixing 
algorithm) to achieve the desired parameter of the controller. Hence, Vos meets 
Applicant's claimed limitations "a conversion device having input variables 
corresponding to output variables of the controllers; a conversion device configured to 
calculate, at least from the output variables of the controllers, the correcting variables; 
or a conversion device configured to superimpose, on the output variables of the 
controllers, an input control component that is a function of an actual value to calculate 
the correcting variables." 

29. Applicant's arguments see Remarks pgs. 8-9, filed 10 June 2008 with respect to 
claims 25, 26, 30, 31 and 33-36 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

30. Claims 25, 26, 30, 31 and 33-36 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as set 
forth above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,613 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2121 

TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer L. Norton whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3694. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert Decady can be reached on 571-272-3819. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ryan A. Jarrett/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2121 
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